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REVISED FIGURE 4.1-1: VIEWPOINT LOCATIONS
UC HASTINGS COLLEGE of the LAW
5/24/2016
Long Range Campus Plan

























































































































































UC HASTINGS COLLEGE OF THE LAW LONG RANGE CAMPUS PLAN (LRCP) 
NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING 
TUESDAY, MAY 3, 2016 
COMMENT 1: 
MR. BASSINGER:  Hi everybody.  So I think it’s even 
simpler than last time.  So the residents of the Rainbow Flag 
Apartments -- sorry. 
Hi, my name is Brian Bassinger.  I’m the director of 
the Aids Housing Alliance Q Foundation here in San Francisco, 
located over on Golden Gate. 
Also I’m here with my partner who is a resident of the 
Rainbow Flag Apartments, James Nykolay. 
And so the residents of that place are also 
significantly clients that we place there, so we get to have 
lots of conversations with our clients on a regular basis.  
Last time we had conversations about the garage and 
there was questions about both light, air, pollution, noise. 
I think on this one the folks just want to get more 
information about what the noise is going to be like.  And I 
think that when the letter went out about night time, I think 
that’s when everybody went, “What?”  So we’re just here to get 
more information and find out what the plan is and how we might 
be able to participate in that, so I don’t have to hear about 
it. 
I want you all to understand, I don’t want to hear about it. 
UC Hastings LRCP Draft EIR Public Hearing Comments 
H1-1
Comment 2: 
MR. NYKOLAY:  Hello, everybody.  I’m James Nykolay, I 
was introduced already.  I’m a resident of 324 Larkin, and yes, 
we do have concerns about the noise and what you meant by 
mitigation. 
There were some pretty serious steps taken when the 
parking lot was built.  Double paned windows were put in on the 
side.  Although the front was left and the back was left open so 
all the noise was mitigated, it just went around through the 
windows, which are pretty poorly installed on the front as it’s 
a 1920’s building anyway.  
So we’re just curious as to what the mitigation is 
going to be.  We have tenants who are unable to leave, as was 
stated during the parking lot’s original construction and the 
hearing that was held on that.  They can’t leave in the daytime, 
so they’re stuck in whatever noise impact is great.  
And now that there is a structure 12, 16 feet from our 
building, the echo chamber that’s created is massive.  At night 
time, as anyone who has ever been -- pay attention at night 
time, noise is amplified even more so. 
We were told that the parking lot was going to close 
at 10:00 a.m. [sic] although we’ve had regular incidences where 
the parking lot was open until 1:30 and the noise coming out of 
there is horrific and it impacts everybody in the building, but 
specifically those of us who live on that side of the building. 
H1-2
So naturally we have concerns about night time 
construction as well and wanted to know what was going to be 
done to mitigate that. 
Also, why was night time construction necessary? 
Comment 3: 
MR. VILORIA:  My name is Jaime and I live over there 
at 250 McAllister, and I’m just, you know, adding to their 
comments about the noise.  Our alley amplifies everything and 
it’s really loud.  My unit particularly is, you know, during 
construction is going to be loud. 
Also, I have a couple residents who actually work in 
the graveyard shifts, and so during the daytime, you know, one 
of them is directly, like, next to the construction on 333 
Golden Gate, so I was wondering are there any options for them 
in terms of like, you know, helping mitigate the noise or even 
possibly relocating if they really need it. 

































































































































































































































































1 South Van Ness Avenue 7th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103 415.701.4500 www.sfmta.com 
MEMORANDUM 
DATE: May 6, 2016 
FROM: Charles Rivasplata, SFMTA 
TO: David Seward, UC Hastings College of the Law 
RE: UC Hastings College of the Law Long Range Campus Plan Draft: 
Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
Staff at the SFMTA has reviewed the March 2016 Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the 
UC Hastings College of the Law Long Range Campus Plan.  Staff comments on the transportation-
related items discussed in the DEIR are included below. 
Pages 4-8-12 and 4-8-13, UC Hastings and UCSF Shuttle Services.  The existing connection between 
these two services is unclear.  Please confirm that the UCSF Shuttle Services do not presently serve 
faculty and staff at UC Hastings. 
Page 4-8-16, Transportation Demand Management.  It is strongly recommended that UC Hastings 
develop a formal Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program that provides ongoing services 
to students, faculty and employees of the campus.  At a bare minimum, the sponsor should provide the 
following program components: 
 Provision of TDM training for property managers and coordinators administering services;
 Annual administration of a commuter survey to employees, faculty and students;
 Development of bicycle safety strategies along Larkin Street and McAllister Street in the vicinity
of the off-street public parking facilities, preventing conflicts with cars accessing the garage;
 Provision of signage indicating the location of bicycle parking at points of access;
 Provision of free or subsidized bikeshare membership to all employees, faculty and students;
 Access to nearby carshare spaces through on-site signage;
 Provision of free or subsidized carshare membership to all employees, faculty and students; and
 Provision of free or subsidized Muni passes (loaded onto Clipper cards) to employees, faculty
and students.
Page 4-8-17, Table 4.8-5.  How do these weekday midday occupancy figures for on-street parking 
compare with occupancy figures for the weekday morning and weekday evening periods?    
Page 4-8-35, Last Paragraph.  The document should acknowledge that the sponsor will reimburse the 
SFMTA for any temporary restriping and signing changes needed during project construction.  
Page 4-8-36, First Paragraph.  The sponsor should require that the construction company actively 
encourage their workers to travel to/from the project site via alternative modes to the car, including 












































































From: Dennis Hong [mailto:dennisj.gov88@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2016 1:46 PM 
To: asberryasey@uchastings.edu; Seward, David 
Cc: Wong Diane C.; Kim Jane (BOS); Jones Sarah (CPC); mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org; Board of Supervisors 
(BOS) 
Subject: UC Hastings DEIR - Comments SCH - 2015122035 
Good Morning Mr. Seward, 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to this most important Project -  the  UC 
Hastings Law School - document - SCH No. 2015122035 / DEIR University of California 
Hastings College of the Law Long Range Campus Plan-March 2016. As I mentioned to you that 
I sort of grew up in this neighborhood. I'm have been a resident of San Francisco for more than 
70+ years. This included working at 450 Golden Gate Ave., 50 UN Plaza (50 UNP). I grew up 
along Market Street from The Ferry Building all the way up to Van Ness and Market.   
I did not get a chance to review the earlier Initial Study, sorry for any redundant items or items 
outside the scope of the project. I trust this email meets your due date of May 9th, 2016 for my 
comments. With that said, I can say I know this area quit well,  even shot some pool at several 
of the pool halls along Market Street, including attending some of the theater shows. I commend 
everyone for producing such a difficult and professional document - DEIR. One of my pet 
peeves in with these Projects is the lack of communication between the Developer and the 
Community, from the very beginning. Be reassured this DEIR and the UCHastings Law School 
is just the opposite of that. It shows and does a wonderful job in communicating and meetings 
with how this will visually impact the area. Your long range plans does a great job at preserving 
these assets in the community.  
There are number of major projects going along Market Street and all the way from the Ferry 
Building up to the corner of Market and Van Ness. Specifically; 1066 Market Street, 1028 
Market Street, the Mid Market (Arts) at 950-974 Market. Most recently the Asian Art Museum 
just announced plans for their expansion at the corner of Hyde and McAllister and down the 
street you have the Hiberina Bank. All exciting projects. Was wondering if they could be noted in 
this DEIR as reference? Only because your project will have a significant and positive impact as 
it will overlap during certain periods as these projects get rolling. This Project will greatly 
enhance this blighted area of the City. Mid Market has come a long way and it is getting even 
better with the support of the Board of Supervisors. If possible can the proposed detail, finishes 
and color be addressed in this DEIR for the new building/s? In many cases aesthetics are not 
considered and or is required as part of the CEQA process. But from my view point this would 
help with supporting the Project and in my opinion it would go a long way. I think CEQA at the 
present time is re-thinking this. All to often these proposed projects show a blank block structure 
and after all the approvals are done, it's to late and may even slow up the projects timeline if 
there is any oposition to the design, color and etc.. Either way the DEIR does an excellent job 
with it's visuals aids/graphics.  
1. I was not to sure how the wind factors were created, but I know for a fact that at 450 Golden
Gate and Larkin Street it gets very windy on this plaza. 
2. Work with the Asian Art Museum at all costs to protect it's assets, I know they too will do
whatever is needed to protect their assets from the construction work. 
3. Would it be possible to show some of these projects and their time lines?







4. How will (if required in your case) will the housing - affordable issue be addressed? If
required maybe a matrix showing; the required number of units vs the provided number of units. 
Will the existing house increase in the same building? In some cases the developer will provide 
more than the required units. But then I'm not sure how the cities required affordable housing 
plans will impact your Long Range Plans. But still an excellent job on your Student Housing 
plan.   
5. Housing, even if its not student housing, will there be family units in the final build out?
6. On drawing 4.1.1, can the following sites be identified; 50 United Plaza Building-Federal
Building, Asian Art Museum, The City Main Library, The California State Building. 
7. Can the final EIR have a chart with the symbols/abbreviations used in the DEIR?
8. Will there be any displaced housing, businesses, etc.? If so, how will UC Hastings provided
any support with relocation costs? 
9. Will the Project have a POC Point of Contact person and a contact number if there are any
concerns during the project? 
I request that my comments be included in the final DEIR. 
In closing, I fully support this Project, because: 
a. It will add great value to this over all area.
b. It will increase value and business to the local business that badly need this.
c. It will increase, consolidate and identify the badly needed housing that is one
of the Mayor's top issues/programs.
d. Construction work. In most cases the term Best Practices are used for the
Contractors to follow. All to often this does not work. Especially when it comes
to; protecting the local restaurants, businesses, residents, traffic, pedestrians
and etc. from construction work. More attention needs to be placed here -
noise, vibration, toxic dust from the demo work. Especially with the Asian Art
Museum that's right smack in the middle of it all at Hyde and McAllister.
f. The project itself will add jobs both before the project starts, during construction
 and after the project is completed. 
The Planning Department, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors, especially district 3 and 6 
have been very supportive of what is happening in this area.  This DEIR speaks for it self and I 
fully support what UC Hasting Law School is up to with both its' Log Range Campus Plans and 
this DEIR. It shows that UC Hastings has shown in this DEIR that they have a Plan and have 
been very involved with the community and the environment they live in and will continue to do 
so.   
Should there be any questions or if anyone has any question/s or need me to clarify this email 
further, I can be reached at  dennisj.gov88@yahoo.com -  Other than that once again I fully 
support your project and have done an excellent job with the DEIR.  





















































































































































From: John-Francis <johnfrancispepka@comcast.net> 
Date: May 10, 2016 at 8:21:09 PM PDT 
To: sewardd@uchastings.edu 
Subject: Redevelopment plan - Long Term 
This is in response to the Project titled “University of California Hasting College of the Law Long Range 
Campus Plan”. 
My name is John-Francis Pepka and I reside at 324 Larkin St. Apt 22, San Francisco, CA 94102. 
I am deeply concerned about the environmental impact of this plan, the nighttime construction noise 
and vibration that as stated would be unavoidable.  I am a Viet Nam combat veteran who is very 
sensitive to noise. It is a side effect of jungle combat fighting. Even now at the age of 76 I still am awaken 
by a sharp sound or an abrupt vibration/ movement. I am being treated for P.T.S.D at the Veterans Clinic 
and take medication for this.  
In addition to this “Vibrations” would create a Earthquake survival response. When the Asian Art 
Museum was built The entire building was sandblasted without any protective covering or masking. I at 
that time lived at 560 Mcallister Street and I was exposed to the pollutants from that action for 2 years. 
The air in our neighborhood is filed with car/truck fumes. When your project begins there will be a loop 
of traffic down Golden Gate Avenue, down Jones St. up McAllister and up Larkin for the entire length of 
the project. This will only add  more pollutants into the air, more noise and more grid lock. I am 
homebound, disabled and on oxygen due to respiratory problems  This situation is of great concern to 
me.  
John-Francis Pepka 











































































































From: Greg Fry <g.frydancer@gmail.com> 
Date: May 10, 2016 at 9:55:20 PM PDT 
To: sewardd@uchastings.edu 
Subject: Construction Project Comments - 324 Larkin St resident 
Dear Mr. Seward, 
I apologize for the tardiness of this email, however, I only today returned from a trip out of the country 
and thought that perhaps it is better late than never to add my thoughts for your review. 
Having been a resident of 324 Larkin Street during the construction of the neighboring parking structure 
I well remember the disruption to routine that was created by the project. That construction was limited 
to day time work only and still created quite a nuisance with early morning starts, movements of 
equipment and construction materials. 
The project that UC Hastings is undertaking on the lot adjacent to the parking structure will create a 
similar cacophony, which will only be made worse by the fact that work will, apparently, proceed 
through the night.  The sleep disruptions which occur now when there is a community event in that 
location are already significant.  Replacing those noise levels with construction noises will most certainly 
be more disruptive particularly for those of us who live in the rear facing apartments. 
I would ask that nighttime construction be curtailed or eliminated as a courtesy to those of us who live 
adjacent to the project.  Failing in that I would certainly appreciate consideration in the form of 
monetary compensation to balance the aggravation caused by the noise, vibration, dirt and dust which 
is a likely result of this UC Hastings project. 
Thank you for your consideration and. again, please accept my apologies for the lateness of these 
comments. 
Sincerely, 
Gregory A. Fry 
324 Larkin St 
#4 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
415-558-0469 
Comment Letter No. 5
5-1
5-2
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 5: EMAIL LETTER FROM MR. GREGORY A. FRY 
Response 5‐1 
Draft EIR Section 4.7, Noise—which begins on page 4.7‐1—discusses noise and vibration 
impacts. The commenter notes that construction of the UC Hastings Parking Garage created 
significant disruptions from noise, vibration, dirt, and dust throughout the construction period 
for residents of adjacent buildings. While the comment does not directly address the content or 
adequacy of the Draft EIR, please see Response H1‐1 regarding construction noise and vibration 
impacts related to LRCP development.  
As discussed in Response H1‐1 and in Chapter 1 of this Response to Comments document, since 
Draft EIR publication, UC Hastings has further reviewed potential nighttime construction 
activities that would occur with LRCP development, and would limit nighttime construction 
such that any nighttime construction activities during the 8:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. period would 
not exceed 80 VdB at residential land uses. Therefore, with revised mitigation to ensure that this 
vibration threshold would be avoided, nighttime construction activity associated with 333 
Golden Gate Avenue would result in a less‐than‐significant vibration‐related impact. Chapter 2 
of this Response to Comments document includes the updated nighttime construction vibration 
impact and mitigation text. 
Daytime construction noise effects are addressed on Draft EIR pages 4.7‐13 to 4.7‐19. Draft EIR 
page 4.7‐15 acknowledges that construction noise resulting from operation of multiple pieces of 
equipment could exceed the 80 dBA Leq threshold, and that Mitigation Measure MM‐NO‐1, 
Noise Reduction, “would ensure that noise associated with daytime construction activity would 
result in a less‐than‐significant impact.” 
Draft EIR Section 4.2, Air Quality—which begins on page 4.2‐1—discusses construction dust 
effects on pages 4.2‐20 to 4.2‐23. Draft EIR page 4.2‐20 states: 
The BAAQMD does not have quantitative thresholds for fugitive dust. Instead, the 
threshold is based on compliance with best management practices (BMPs). Unmitigated 
fugitive dust could significantly affect local and regional PM10 levels, which would result 
in health impairment due to the inhalation of dust. Mitigation Measure (MM)‐AQ‐1 
would require compliance with BAAQMD BMPs. Therefore, with implementation of 
MM‐AQ‐1, Fugitive Dust, construction of 333 Golden Gate Avenue would result in a 
less‐than‐significant impact related to fugitive dust emissions. 
Response 5‐2 
Draft EIR Section 4.7, Noise—which begins on page 4.7‐1—discusses noise and vibration 
impacts. The commenter notes that development of the 333 Golden Gate Avenue building 
would create similar construction noise concerns as those described in Comment 5‐1 during the 
garage construction. The commenter requests nighttime construction be curtailed or eliminated. 
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Please see Response H1‐1 and Response 5‐1 regarding construction noise and vibration impacts; 
UC Hastings commits to limiting potential nighttime construction vibration effects. 
The commenter also requests monetary compensation for aggravation caused by noise, 
vibration, dirt, and dust impacts. The comment is noted. The comment does not directly address 
the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR.  
 
 
